Comparison of Corporate Operations Expense Exhibit C-4

. Companies.with less than 1000 Access Lines 3of3
f={Léd-
‘ L108c)/L108c,
a b c=bl/a d exdia ete.
As Fited 2004/2005
Tot Comp 2004/2008 Tot Comp Percent
Tot Company Corp Ops Tot Company Corp Ops Diftsrence
SAR_ID ST SAR_ABBR Cat1.31ps Col Exp - perloop _Corp OpExp per Loop im Average
107 361357 MN BLACKDUCK TEL CO 96 $0 $0.00 NECA Participamt
108 Average Corp Ops Exp/Loop 83,156 $33,665,031 $533.058

Source: 2003 NECA USF Submission released October 1, 2003 for 2002 Data
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Impact of Understated Local Switching Demand

Exhibit D-1

| a b c d=ab e_=alc f=eod g=fc
1 Filed Revenue Estimated Comected Rate
Ln Rate Element Requirement | Filed Demand| Demand* Filed Rate Rate Difference Impact
Concord ) ‘

1 | Local Switching $ 1.258,389 | 252,793,630 | 262,507,045 $ 0.004978 | § 0004;34 $ (000018)| | $  (48,353)
2 | Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) $ 94,312 $ 0037308|% 00389R71$ (0.00138)| | $ (362,387)
3 Sub-Total $ (410,740)

Farmers i

4 | Local Switching $ 762,988 | 183,413,001 | 201,389,310 $ 0.004160 | $ 0.0037’9‘ $ (0.00037)| | § (74,781)
5 | info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) $ 10,220 $ 00055728 0. 5|$ (0.00050)] | $ (100,166)
6| Sub-Total : § (174,848)

Horry Telephone )

7 | Local Switching $ 751,444 | 293,099,732 | 329,611,737 $ 0002564 |% 0002280|$ (0.00028)} | $ (93,608)
8 | Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) $ 12,767 $ 0004356|3% O $ (0.00048)] 1 $ (159,041)
9 Sub-Total $ (252,650)

|

i Vitelco
10 | Local Switching $ 1593411 409,951,829 | 472,241,260 § 0003887 % 0.00314 $ (0.00051)| | § (242,108)
11 | Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) $ 42,663.00 $ 001040718 O $ (000137)] | $ (648.236)
1 Sub-Total $ (890,344)
1] Grand Total (Sum of Lns 3+6+9+12) $

{1,728,682)

Source: Cols. A and B - Concord, Farmers, and Horry - JS1 T-96, June 16, 2004, Attachment 9, Page 2 of 4.
VITELCO - T-53, June 16, 2004, Schedule 2, Page 1 of 3.

* See Exhibit E-1 for Concord, Exhibit E-2 for Farmers, Exhibit E-3 for Horry and Exhibit -4 for VITELCO.
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£xhibit D-2
Concord
Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast

c={L1a+L2a)/2,
] b otc. d end-C fagjc
Tamft Tartt Forecast
Transmittat Caiendar YerYr © Tarft Period Period vE Actuals Percent
No. Date Filed | Year Acluals Growth Period Actuals Forecast Difference | Differsnce
T-50 10/18/00 1898| 312718779 1999/2000 320,115,560 309,921,823 (10,193,737}f -3.18%
: 2000] 327,511,340 4.73% 2000/2001 320,598,883 344,683 317 24,084 435 1.51%
T-73 6/17/02 2001 313,686,425 -4.22% 200112002 306,580,990 307,834,278 [ * 1,353,288 0.44%
2002] 298,475 555 -4 53% 20022003 291,634,379 271,185,238 (20,448.141)] -T.01%
T-96 6/16/04 2003| 283,792,202 | -524% 200372004 276,784,256 261,989,434 § ¥ (14,794 822)F -5.35%
2004T>| 269,775310 | -4.94% 2004/2005 262,507,045 252,793,630 (9.713415)] -3.70%
2005T>| 255,238,781 | -5.39%

* Avarage of ZDDOV2001 and 200212003 tarf pariod forecasts for 2001/2002 and average of 2002/2003 and 2004/2005 for 2003/2004
> Forecasi based on 2000 to 2003 actuals

Source: DMD-1, Page 3 of 3, Total Chargeabie Swilching MOUs
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Exhibit D-3
. Farmers
Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast

cu(Lia+L2a)2,
a b etc. d a=d-c fuelc
Tariff Tanff Forecast
Transmittal Calendar Yri¥r Tariff Period Period v Acluals Parcent
Neo. Date Filed | Year Actunls Growth Period Actuals Forecast Differanca | Difference
T-50 10/16/00 1959 106,398,148 1959/2000 157,325,005 n/a
2000} 213,847,317 | 100.99% 2000/2001 221,520,511 221,793,945 273,434 | 0.12%
T-73 6/17/02 2001 229,193,705 7.18% 2001/2002 220,039,026 208,884,829 | (11,154,197)} -5.07%
2002 210,884,347 -7.99%| 20022003 207,991,461 195,975,713 {12,015, 748)F -5.78%
T-96 6/16/04 2003 205,098,574 -2.74% 2003/2004 204,357 832 189,834,357 | * (14,663,475)] -7.18%
2004T> 203,617,089 -0.72% 2004/2005 201,388,310 183,413,001 (17,976,305)] -8.93%
2005T>| 199,161,530 -2.19%

* Average of 2000/2001 and 2002/2003 tariff period forscasts for 200172002 and average of 2002/2003 and 2004/2005 for 2003/2004
> Forecast based on 2000 to 2003 actuals

Sourca: DMD-1, Page 3 of 3, Totat Chargeable Switching MOUs
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Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast

Horry

c={L1a+L2a)2,

Exhibit D4

a b ,'rtt- d e=d-c f=elc
Tark Tarfl Forecast

Transmittal Calendar YeiYr Taritt Period Pariod vs Actusls | Percent
No. Date Filed Year Actuals Growth Period Actuails Forecast Difference | Difference
T-50 10116100 1999| 280,887,625 1999/2000 | 286,854,218 288,936,329 2084112 073%
2000| 292820810 4.25% 200002001 | 289,600,476 331,914,585 42314100 | 14.61%

1-73 6117102 2001 286,380,142 | -2.20% 2001/2002 | 300,682,037 304,458,743 |. 3,774,708 | 1.28%
2002| 314,983932 | 9.99% 2002/2003 | 314,458,535 276,998,901 (37,459,634)] -11.91%

T-96 6/16(04 2003| 313,833,137 | -0.33% 2003/2004 | 319,473,918 285,049,317 (34,424,801)] -10.78%
2004T>] 325014608 | 3.53% 2004/2005 | 329,611,737 293,099,732 (36,512,005)} -11.08%

2005T>| 334.208775| 28B3% 167,104,388

* Average of 2000/2001 and 2002/2003 tariff period forecasis for 2001/2002 and average of 2002/2003 and 2004/2005 for 2002004
> Forecast based on 2000 o 2003 actuals

Source: DMD-1, Page 3 of 3, Total Chargeable Switching MOUs




_Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast

Vitelco

Exhibit D-5

N s WN

c=(L1a+L2a)2,
a b atc. d exdc t=gfc
Tarfl Tartt Forscast

Tranamittal Calendar YefYs Toritt Period Period vs Actusls Percent
No. Date Flled | Year Acluals Growth Period Acivaks Forecast O¥terence | Differsnce

T-42 6116100 1999 306,286,048 19982000 324,193,675 310,593,743 (13,599,932 -4.20%

6/18/01 2000 342,101,302 { 11.69% 200062001 350,365,006 321,600,350 {28,764.658)} -8.21%

T-50 6/17/02 2001 358,828,710 4.83% 2001/2002 | 369,324,237 349,803,534 (19,720,703} -5.34%

T-51 BM16/03 2002) 380,019,764 5.96% 2002/2003 | 408,934,957 377,606,718 (31,228,239)} -7.66%
T-53 6/16/04 2003 437,850,149 | 15.22%) 200372004 | 447,320,765 391,733,415 (55,596,350}] -12.43%
2004T> 456,809,380 4.33% 2004/2005 | 472,241,280 400,951,829 (82,268,431} -13.19%

2005T> 487,673,140 6.76%

* Average of 2000/2001 and 2002/2003 tarifl period forecasts for 200172002 and average of 2002/2003 and 2004/2005 for 2003/2004
> Forecas! based on 2000 to 2003 actuals

Source: DMD-1, Page 3 of 3, Totat Chargeable Switching MOUs




Exhibit D-6.

Vitelco
— Numberof Loops by Study Area
a b
Cat1.2 YeiYr

Year Loops Growth
1899 64,787
2000 68,283 5.40%
2001 69,073 1.16%
2002 69,369 0.43%

Source: Years 1999 to 2001 - FCC Monitoring Report, Table 3.34
Year 2002 - NECA and USF Data - NECA Study Results, Submitted 11-4-03
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Fort Bend Telephone
Comparison of Local Switching Support Recelved From USAC

and Amount Removed From the Local Switching Revenue Requirement

Exhibit €

=(LigrLIgNs,
a b [ d LEY: PN f g=a+tf h wfc. i k=j.h
< USAC REPO-seemwe cewommm e e e >
Two-year
Projeclted | True-up True-up Projected Average Reported in
Line Year Year Forecast True Up Qifference Projected and True Up Tariff Peripd] Progpective Filing * Ditference
1 2005P 2003 |$ 1,574,856 n/a nfa $ 1,573,860 | $1,573.860 .
2 2004 2002 % 125568013 1.5010083%5245328|% 1,573,860 § $1,819,188 200472005 | $ 1,696,524 | $1,306,508 | $(389,926)
3 2003 2001 $ 11145248 14323591 5317.835|% 1,574,856 | $1,892,891 2003/2004 | $ 1,855,940 | $1,144,072 | $(711,868)
4 2002 2000 |$ 979,320 |$  1.,150860 | $171,540 | § 1,255,680 | $1,427,220 2002/2003 | $ 1,659,956 | $1,144,072 | $(515,884)
5 2001 1999 | &% 804,744 | $ 1,203,867 | $399,123 | $ 1,114,644 | $1,513,767 2001/2002 | $ 1,314,206 | $1,082,095 | ${(231,310)
Sources for Columns ¢, d, e, and . USAC, Filings 10 the Federal Communications Commission Appendices,
Line 2; HC22 - Local Switching Support {LSS) by State by Study Area - 2002 True Up - 3Q2004; HCO7 - LSS by State by Study Area - 3Q2004.
Line 3: HC18 - L SS by Study Area 2001 True-up - 3Q2003; HCO7 - LSS by Stale by Study Area - 4Q2003,
Line 4; HC17 - 1.SS 2000 True-Up - 4Q2002; HCOS - Local Switching Projecied Monthly Support by State by Study Area - 3Q2002.
Line §: HCO6 - LSS Final 1989 Rasults - 302001; HCO5 - LSS by Study Area - 4Q2001.
Sources for Column it
Line 2: Consolidated Communications, Transmitlal No. 3, June 18, 2004, Attachment 9, Page 1 of 7, Line 19.
*Line 3: Fort Bend is a biennial filer and did not submit a mid-year cost support. Assume LSS amount same as year 2002.
Line 4: John Staurulakis, inc., Transmittal No. 73, June 17, 2002, Attachment 9, Page 5 of 7.
Line 5: John Staurulakis, Inc., Transmittal No. 56, June 18, 2001, Worksheet 2 of 29,
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2004 Access Filing
Special Access / DSL Analysis

Exhibit G-1
—-—-—-Source:COE.411WDBD~~----— Source: AC2001xc0 Source: Vol 5, P10
2003 Filing {A) B __© (D) (E)
DSL investment DSL investment Prospective Fmspective Prospective
Company {Total Co) (Interstate) 2003 / 2004 2003 / 2004 2003 / 2004
2002 2002 DSL (SA 100%) SA TPIS SA Loops
1 [Alitel - Ala 110,669 110,669 1,038,517 2,123,744 1,436
2 |Alitel - Ark 1,975,656 1,975,656 8,243,376 29,841,361 16,348
3 |Altel - FI 842 B67 842 867 3,698,881 13,541,621 7,648
4 |Alitel - Ga 14,313,155 11,313,155 35,058,853 77,958,864 49 247
5 |Alltel - Ky 1,686,351 1,686,351 3,882,336 5,114,414 1,756
6 |Alltel - Mo 218,433 218,433 1,225,974 8,509,984 7,628
7 |Altel -Ms 48,896 48,896 170,116 433,033 424
8 [Alitel - NC 7,127 658 7,127 658 19348549 40747727 23,536
S [Alitel - NY 3,254,408 3.254,408 8,534,416 17,844 295 10,944
10 |Alltel - Ok - - - 2,838,194 4,464
11 |Alltel - PA 4,634,944 4,634,344 15,615,560 38,892,842 25,958
12 |Alitel - SC 776,200 776,200 3,800,731 8,689,284 5,148
13 |Alitel - SL 3,847,967 3,847,967 8,770,013 24,190,933 23,825
14 {Alitel - TX 198,069 168,069 2,139,230 7,998,713 3,616
15 [Alitel - WR 7.469,650 7,469,650 19,487,773 46,479,816 26461
16 Tota‘i'-i 5()5 um 43,504,923 43,504,923 131,015,325 325,304,845 208,349
—---Source:CCE .411WDBD—-—- Source; AC2001x0 Source; Vol 5, P10
2004 Filing_ (F) I (<)) H) U] __
DSL Investment DSL Investment [Prospective Prospective Prospective
Company {Total Co) {Interstate) 2004/2005 2004/2005 200412005
2003 2003 DSL (SA 100%) SA TPIS SA Loops
17 |Alltel - Ala 1,040,612 1,040,612 2,312,653 2,885,114 1,204
18 [Alitel - Ark 6,633,221 6,633,221 13,284,339 28,531,782 16,298
19 |Alitel - Fl 2,232,716 2,232,716 5,219,691 12,978,292 8,010
20 |Alite] - Ga 39,161,971 39,161,971 62,727,086 90,534,523 48,809
21 {Alitel - Ky 3,892,438 3,892,438 6,013,297 6,951,937 1,883 |
22 |Alitel - Mo 718,228 718,228 1,498,625 6,271,745 7,076
23 [Alltel - Ms _..299.310 299,310 1,052,184 1,259,536 660
24 |Alitel - NC 21,086,550 21,096,550 31,141,157 44961138 22,318
25 |Atel - NY 7,798,325 7,768,325 10,465,409 17,757,290 9,194
26 [ABtel - Ok 244252 244,252 1,669,916 4,554,518 4,501
27 |Alitel - PA 14,646,003 14,646,003 23,415,630 40,530,701 24,851
28 |Alltel - SC 3,391,767 3,391,767 6,006,447 8,867,760 5,103
29 [Alltel - SL 8,483,988 8,483,988 10,876,602 21,490,324 16,365
30 [Alitel - TX 1,072,313 1,072,313 2,833,881 . 5,721,964 3,037
31 |Alitel - WR 19,273,085 19,273,085 25,769,740 42,481,972 24,343
32 T°‘T7_3S“"' 129,984,779 129,984,779 204,287,717 336,778,596 193,662
(K=F-A)) (L=G-B) {M=1-D) __(N=J-E)
DSL Investment | DSL investment Prospective Prospective
Company (Total Co) {Interstate) SATPIS SA Loops
2003 Less "02 ' 2003 Leas *02 04/05 Less 03/04 | 04/05 Less 03/04
33 |Alltel - Ala 929 943 928,843 TeI3) - (B2
34 [Alltel - Ark . 4,657,565 4,657 5685 | 1,308,579 50
37 |Alitel - Ky 2,206,087 2,206,087 1,837,523
38 {Alitel - Mo 499,795 499,795 {2,238,239) {552)
39 {Alite! - Ms 250,414 250,414 826,503 236
40 {Alltet - NC 13,968,892 13,968,892 4,213,411 {1,218)
41 |Alltel - NY 4,543,917 4,543,917 (187,005) {1 .7591
42 |Alltel - Ok 244,252 244,252 1,716,324 37
43 [Alitel - PA 10,011,059 10,011,059 1,637,859 (1,077)
44 |Alitel - SC 2,615,567 2,615,567 178,476 (45)
45 [Alitel - SL 4,636,021 4,636,021 {2,700,608) (7,460)
46 {Alite - TX 874,244 874,244 (1,276,749) {579)
47 {Alltel - WR 11,803,435 11,803,435 (3,957,844) {2,118)
Total Growth
48 (Sum 33-47) 86,479,856 86,479,856 11,473,754 {14,787)
Percent o N "
49 Growth 198.78% 198.78% 3.53% -7.09%

97
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2004 Access Filing

Special Access / DSL Analysis
Alltel 2003 Filing Prospectiva SA Loops  Source: Vol 5, P10 : Exhibit G-2 pg 1 0f 2
Lk N
Al Ak F) Ga Ky Mo Ms iC NY Ok PA  SC gL 1. WR JOTAL
Telegraph 2-W - - - - - - - - - 12 - - - - - 12
Talegraph 4-W - - - - - - - - - - - - P - -
Volce Grage 2 -W 144 300§ 180 2,712 68 140 - 1176 312 38 840 | 276 440 F | 12 240 6,878
Voice Grage 4 -W 24| 1500] 1,212} 65500 160| 14081 72] 1,200 0621 644] 20361 132 780§ - 416 | 1388 17 444
- 24 - 80| - - - - 24 - 72 - M - 200
- - - 5 - - - . - z - - R (RS - 36
- 24 - 24 16 - - 48 24 - - - - B - 24 160
- - 24 24 - - - - - - - - - i - 43
12 12 - 512 - - - - 48 36 - - - B - _ 620
- - 12 384 - - - 36 38 - - - - I - - 468
N 180 48| 1,49 48 60| - 168 124 108 252 4l 244§ 12 164 2,982 |
N ) - 48 - 121 - . - - - 1 - 24 60 192
300 3.502 | 2.044 | 12644 ] 64| 2424 | 156 | 4.700| 3240 1208| 6100 1,100 6015F - 948] 6,712 61,647
36 576 451 1258 - 284 | - 512 - 240 784 | 120 2. 12 580 4,320
908 | 9924 | 4044 | 23872 | 1,004 | 3288 196 15480 6108| 2,180 16232 | 3.340] 16820% 2132 ]| 16480 121,097
12 180 35 859 16 121 - 216 36 - 152 | 120 2058 . - 473 2,117
T436 16,348 7,648 49247 1,766 7,628 424 23,536 10944 4,454 26968 5,143 23,825 73,616 26,101 208,089
Prospective SA Loops Source: Vol 5, P10
Fl K o 0 N NY PA sL E - TX TOT,
Te W _iL—Aik - g; _-'.L !._ .L-\_ﬁ. . 12 m £. "% —— #ﬁ—-*T
Telegraph 4-W - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Voice Grage 2 ‘W 9 285 33| 2.323 12 186 | - 124 204 21 7221 108 410 - 221 4,748
Voice Grage 4 ‘W 14| 1,288 ] 1114 | 449 65 8381 75 672 730 | 601 | 1727 ] 111 7008 . 325 882 13,639
Program Audio 3.5 Khz - 24 - 192 - - - - 24 - 72 - - - - 312
Program Audio 5.0 Khz - . - 38 - - . - B N - - - N N 36
rogram Audio 3.0 Khz - 24 - 24 12 - - 48 24 - - - s - 24 156
Program Audio 15 Khz - - 24 24 - - - - - - - - 6d . - 5 56
Digital Data 2.4 Khps _ 11 10 - 256 - N . N . 24 = : . ™. Z 301
Digital Data 4.8 Kbps - - 1 384 - - - 28 36 - - - . . - - 459
Digital Data 9.6 Kbps - 122 44| 1358 - 48| - 100 64| 101 172 24 1208 © - 104 2,255
Digital Data 19.2 Kbps - 23 - 48 - 2] - - - N - 12 - B 36 155
ital Data 66 Kbps 1] 3468} 1811| 11.830] 291 2,015] 130 | 4210] 2278] 1005| 5519 | ©41} 28113 = 703 | 4822 42,335
al Data 64 Kbhps 22 485 44| 1215 - 189 - 389 - 189 312 86 T 36 415 3,636
High Cap 1.54 Mbps 825 10,339 | 4859 | 25823 | 1451] 3,775] 452 | 16532 5676] 2450 ] 16,157 | 3701 | 11,7244 '1,921] 17294} 122,879
High Cap 44.748 Mbps 2 230 70 802 22 12 3 215 68 8 210 | 120 T 28 SA5 2,583 |
S0C8 OCC3 . - = N . = - - - - = = = - - =
Total 1,204 16,268 68,010 4858085 1,863 7,076 660 22,318 9,184 4,601 24,091 5103 18,368 3,037 24,343 193,662

Pg.10f2



2004 Access Filing

Special Access / DSL Analysis
2004 /2005 Lass Exhibit G-2 pg 2 of 2
2003 /2004 | (Ln18-in 1, etc; % Increase
— A Ak Pl Sa Ky Mo Ms NC ) FA 5SS —JOTAL Jecresse

37 [Tolegraph 2-W - - - - - - 1- - - - - - - - 0.00%
38 [Telegraph 4 W - - - - - S - - - - - - -
39 {Volce Grage 7 W (38 (5)] (47)] (sl (s6)] 48| - | (1052 (im] (18] (118)] (1 ~ W] (3128)] -30.06%
40 {Volcs G 4-W (10 (212)] (88} (1.004) (85)] _ (5689) 3 528) {262) (43) (309) (211 i 486 3,806)] -21.81%|
41 [Program Audio 3.5 Khz - - - nz| - - |- - - - - - : - 112 | 86.00%]
42 [Program Audio 6.0 Khz - - - - - - |- - - - - - - . 0.00%
43 [Program Audio 8.0 Khz - - - - 73] I - - - - - - A 260%
44 {Program Audko 15 Khz - - - - - - - - - - . a i | - 3] 16.67%
45 " 51.46%
46 -1.92%
47 - : ] -23.61%
48 ~ N -18.2T%
49 17.67%
50 -15.83%
51 1.55%
52 ; ] 2 ' 2.01%
53 [8 ; : i i
54 . Total (232) (50) 362 (438) 97  (552) 238 (1,218) (1,760) a7 (1,077)  (45) (TABOFL (579) (1,768) (14427) 6.93%

Pg.20of2




2004 Access Filing
Special Access / DSL Analysis

Exhibit G-3
-——-—--Source:COE.411WDBD--——- Source: AC2001x0 Source: Vol 5, P10
2003 Filing (A} (B) (c) (D) {E)
DSL Investment | DSL Investment | Prospective Prospective l3rospective
Company (Total Co) (Interstate) 2003 / 2004 2003/ 2004 2003 / 2004
2002 2002 DSL (SA 100%) SA TPIS SA Loops
1 |Chillicothe Tel Co 1,140,458 1,140,458 1,500,000 3,670.511 135
2 |Concord Tel Co 1,251,555 1,251,555 1,858,030 8,369,725 6,208
3 |Conslid - Ft Bend 1,545 351 1,545,351 2,966,232 5,345,071 3,915
4 |Consid - Texas 2,388,820 2,388,820 2,612,785 10,239,547 18,336
5 |Farmers Tel Coop 845,511 845,511 1,203,660 6,946,180 3,284
6 |Hargray Tel Co 4,208,286 4,208,286 | 4,643,987 13,786,618 9,936
7 |Horry Tel Coop 395,995 385,995 506,696 8,350,117 3,888
8 Total 11,775,976 11,775,976 15,291,390 56,707,769 45,700
——Source:COE.411WDBD--~--—- Source: AC2001>00 Source: Vol 5, P10
2004 Filing (F) (G) (H) {) )
DSL Investment | DSL Investment F-'rospective ﬁProspectIve Prospective
Company (Total Co) (Interstate) 2004/2005 2004/2005 2004/2005
L 2003 2003 DSL (SA 100%) SA TPIS SA Loops
9 |Chillicothe Tel Co 458,580 458,580 479,428 2,710,450 176
10 |Concord Tel Co 5,338,963 5,338,963 5,861,034 20,305,544 13,060
11 {Consld - Ft Bend 461,397 439,759 804,232 2,503,077 3,877
12 |Consid - Texas 2,409,343 2,101,913 2,321,998 25,672,065 22,080
13 |Farmers Tel Coop 1,744,680 1,744,680 2,398,625 8,985,461 3,428
14 |Hargray Tet Co 4,760,422 4,760,422 5,080,524 14,727,114 9,704
15 |Horry Tel Coop 5,476,293 5,476,293 7,363,594 14,992,277 3,175
16 Total 20,649,678 20,320,610 24,309,435 89,895,988 55,500
{K=F-A)} (L=G-B) {M=I-D) {N=J-E)
DSL Investment | DSL Investment Prospective Prospective
Company (Total Co) {Interstate) SA TPIS SA Loops
2003 Less "02 2003 Less 02 04/05 Less 03/04 | 04/05 Less 03/04
17 [Chillicothe Tel Co (681,878) (681,878 {960,061) 41
18 |Concord Tel Co 4,087,408 4,087,408 11,935,819 6,854
19 {Consld - Ft Bend {1,083,954) {1,105,592) (2,841,994) {38
20 |Consld - Texas 20,523 (286,907 15,432,518 3,744
21 {Farmers Tel Coop 899,169 899,169 2,039,281 .. 144
22 [Hargray Tel Co 552,136 552,136 9404964 . . - (23
23 [Horry Tel Coop 5,080,298 5,080,298 6,642,160 | {713)
24 " Total’ U881 02 8,544,634 33,188,219
Percent Change 75.35% 72.56% 58.52% 21.44%
Pg. 10of1
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Hargray Telephone Company
Comparison of DSL COE Cat 4.11 Costs to DSL Revenues

1] |4
200472005 200472005
Pari 36 Part &g
Total Assignad 100% 10
Company Special Accesy

COECHMA11DSL COECald. 11061

As Filed 55,080,524

“Annusi Carrying Charge Factor
Nole: Altachments refer to 2004 Annual Filing

$5.080,524

£
200472005
Attachment ¥ 1,
Form 1, Line 22
Total SA
Rev Romt

$4,140,957

d

Attachenant# 1,
Form 1, Line |
SA
Acc 2001 TPIS inv

$14.727, 114

Exhibit H

ameid = aetic b ! =t kit
Attachment ¥ 1,
DSLRevRgml  Form 1, Line 30 Atachment 9
Estimated Percent of Tolal SA Fage dof 4 DSLE Ot
DS SA Rev Rgmt SA DSLAOY  Revi Parcent
ACCF"  RevRom RevRomi  wTIC Reallocstion  Reverues Revenups  of SA Revs
28.12% 31,428,537 34.5% $4.201,016 33,118,487 $1,062529 25.0%
Should Be 31,428537

Difference that is being subsided by other non-DSL sarvices in the SA Baskat $346,008
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2004 ATAT CALCULATION OF REVENUE REQUIREMENT OVERSTATEMENT DUE TO
OVERSTATEMENT OF CASH WORKING CAPITAL {CWC) REQUIREMENTS

Exhibit -1

A B < [+ E F G H ] J
TOTAL ATAT EFFECT ON EFFECT ON
INTERSTATE | DEPRECIATION & DALY FILED COMPUTED CALCULATED EXCESS | INTERSTATE| INTERSTATE
COMPANY EXPENSES{1}| AMORTIZATION (2) | EXPENSES (3)| CWGC (4) | LAG DAYS (5)| CWNC @ 15 DAYS (§)] CWC INCOME (T) | REV. REQ. (8}
(B-C)!I6s EiD D x 16 E-G Bx 4128 1 x 1.538462(9)
CONCORD TELEPHONE COMPANY (JS))| $16.436212 35,006,163 528,877 $653,577 23 3433153 $220.424 $24,758 $38,150
COASTAL UTILITIES INC (JSh) $8,653,544 $2,680,185 518,365 3351881 22 $245,481 3106.400 $11.970 §18.415
HORRY TELEPHONE INC. {JS)} 315,022 405 36,954,236 $22,105 $466.613 21 $331,589 3135044 $15.192 $23,373
TJotal = $461,88% $79,9%9
NOTES: SOURCES:;
{1) See Col. B- TRP, COS(P}. Column E, Line 300, TolM interstate Col. 8 - TRP, COS(P). Col £. Line X0, Toial Inlersiste
{@) Ses Col. C- TRP, COSIP), Column E. Line 100, Totat Inlerstale Cot. C - TRP, COSIP), CoE, Lina 190, Toiel iniersisle
™ Dely = (Toa) -D »id 1385 Days Col. E - Cost Supporl, Per 88 (Prospecttve), Cash Working Capital, Totsl inlersiais

{4 Ses Cosl Suppont, P8t 69 (Prospecive), Cash Working Capkal, Tolal intarsisle

(5) Gompany Fleg CWC / Dally Expensas = LEC'S

L.

Proposed LeadA ag
(6) Staadard Cash Working Capiisl Afiowsncs = Dally Expenses * 15 Days
(7) EMed on Intersiaie MCOMS & Excass CWC * LEC'S Return 81 11.25% rote of retum
(8) Effect on interstale Revenue Reguirement = LEC's Relum * Groxs Up Facior for Federal Income Taes (35%)

(8) Gross Up Factor =1 + (.35 / (1 - 0.35))




Exhibit | -2
2004 ATAT CALCULATION OF RATE GF RETURN REVENUE REQUIREMENT OVERSTATEMENT DUE TO
QVERSTATEMENT OF CASH WORKING CAPITAL {CWC) REQUIREMENTS

A B [ D E F
TOTAL INTERSTATE DEPRECIATION DAILY COMPANY FILED comp
COMPANY EXPENSES(1) & AMORTIZATION (2)| EXPENSES (3) CWC (4) LAG DAYS (5)
(B -C)/365 E/D
1 [CONCORD TELEPHONE COMPANY (JS)) $16,436,212 $5,896,183 $28,877 $653,577 3
2 JCOASTAL UTILITIES INC. (JS)) $8,65),544 : $2,680,185 $16.365 $354,881 22
3 |HORRY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE INC, {JS)) $15,022,405 $6,854,236 $22,105 $468,613 21
4 |ALLTEL ALABAMA, INC. (Alitel} $4,552,582 $1,497,011 $8,371 $134,088 18
§ |ALLTEL ARKANSAS, INC. (Alitel) $18,473,877 $6,121,346 $33,843 $517,229 15
6 |ALLTEL CAROLINA, INC. (Alitef} $32,232,443 $10,345,683. $59,984 $949,801 | 18
7 |ALLTEL FLORIDA, INC. (Allte}) $12,591,358 $4,356,372 $22,562 $342,974 15
8 |ALLTEL GEORGIA PROFERTIES (Alitel) $79,844,669 $26,137 803 $147 142 $2,304,073 16
9 |ALLTEL KENTUCKY, INC. (Alitel} $4,259,921 $904,264 $9,194 $143,810 18
10 |[ALLTEL MISSISSIPPI, INC. (Alite!) $2,009,315 $862,422 $3,388 $50,936 15
| 11 |ALLTEL MISSOURI, INC. {Ajltel) $9,168,801 $2,834,545 §17,354 $289,582 18
12 |ALLTEL NEW YORK, INC. (Alitel} $13,937,235 $2,953,445 §$30,092 $470,504 18
13 |ALLTEL Ohio (Alitel) $18,925,417 $6,070,673 $35,218 $527,340 15
14 |ALLTEL OKLAHOMA PROPERTIES (Alhel) $3,476,038 $961,672 $6,889 $107,656 1%
15 {ALLTEL PENNSYLVANIA, INC. (Alitel} $30,460,414 $0,458,102 $€0,280 $922,085 15
46 |ALLTEL SOUTH CAROLINA, INC. (Alite) $8,252,675 $3,189,022 $13,873 $213,517 15
17 [SUGAR LAND TELEPHOKE CO. (Alitel) $12,883,405 $1,712,999% $25,124 $382,625 15
168 [TEXAS ALLTEL, INC, {Alltal} $5,299,355 $1,732,212 $9,773 $1€0,137 46
19 |WESTERN RESERVE TELEPHONE COMPANY (Altte]) $29,355 6583 $9,951,391 $53,162 $325,806 18
NOTES: SOURCES:
(1) Ses Col. B - TRP, COS(P), Column E, Line 300, Total hntersiate Col. B - TRP, COS{P), Co! E, Line 300, Tola! iMersiaie
(2) Sea Col. C - TRP, COS(P), Column E, Ling 190, Total Inferstate Gol. G - TRP, COS{P), Cot E, Line 190, Toisi Interstata
(3) Duily Expanses = {Total Inerstale Expenses - Depreciation snd Amortizalion) / 365 Days Col. E - Cos! Support, Fan 69 (Proapeciive), Cash Waorking Capital, Tota) inersiate

(4) See Cosl Support, Pan 69 (Prospeciive), Cash Working Capital, Total Interstate
(5} Company Filed CWC / Daily Experses = LEC's Proposed LeadLag




